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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because Data structures not 
claimed as embodied in computer-readable media are descriptive material per se 
and are not statutory since they are not capable of causing functional change in 
the computer. See, e.g., Warmerdam, 33 F.3d at 1361, 31 USPQ2d at 1760 
(claim to a data structure per se held nonstatutory). Such claimed data structures 
do not define any structural and functional interrelationships between the data 
structure and other claimed aspects of the invention which permit the data 
structure's functionality to be realized. Therefore, "data structure" in the claimed 
invention is not statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 
1 22(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
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3. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
McGoveran (US Patent No. 7,103,597). 

Regarding claim 1, McGoveran discloses a method of generating a 
computer implemented business process, comprising: passing a logical 
transaction context to an activity factory to instantiate a business activity with the 
logical transaction context [...consistency points can be applied to pseudo- 
transactions, physical transactions, logical transactions, and business 
transactions; see col. 17, lines 35-39 and 55-57 ; and 

executing at least one event associated with the business activity within 
the logical transaction context [.. logical transaction are executed under multiple 
or independent resource managers; see col. 4, lines 1-58] . 

Regarding claim 2, McGoveran discloses further comprising passing the 
logical transaction context to the activity factory to generate an additional 
business activity having the logical transaction context [...to define a 
compensating transaction for a given transaction, and the best compensating 
transaction often depends on context; see col. 5, lines 1-26]. 

Regarding claim 3, McGoveran discloses wherein the first and second 
business activities for an activity chain [...Automated business process 
management is rapidly becoming the principal means of enabling business 
integration and business-to-business exchanges (e.g., supply chains and trading 
hubs; see col. 6, lines 45-56.] 

Regarding claim 4, McGoveran discloses wherein the logical transaction 
context spans multiple physical transactions [...transactions, and to business 
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transactions which span both multiple individual transactions as, for example, in 
a business process, and multiple business entities as is required in electronic 
commerce and business-to-business exchanges; see col. 10, lines 3-18]. 

Regarding claim 5, McGoveran discloses wherein executing the at least 
one event associated with the business activity occurs on a server [...Adaptive 
Transaction Manager on a distributed network of computers with a distributed 
database management system implementing a business process involving 
multiple business entities; see col. 30, lines 45-54]. 

Regarding claim 6, McGoveran discloses wherein the business activity 
also takes an activity instance identifier [...each transaction might be given a 
unique transaction identifier and each step an identifier unique within that 
transaction; see col. 29, lines 4-16]. 

Regarding claim 7, McGoveran discloses wherein the business activity is 
instantiated by an entity [...The beginning and end of a business transaction are 
thus audit points, by which we mean that an auditor can verify the transaction's 
identity and execution; see col. 5, lines 47-54]. 

Regarding claim 8, McGoveran discloses wherein the business activity is 
instantiated by a static process [...static scheduling is to determine which 
transactions can absolutely be run together without interference; see col. 28, 
lines 18-30]. 

Regarding claim 9, McGoveran discloses wherein the business activity is 
instantiated by a dynamic process [...Dynamic scheduling uses various 
techniques such as locking protocols to determine at execution time which 
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transactions and operations may be interleaved or run concurrently; see col. 9, 
lines 5-11]. 

Regarding claim 10, McGoveran discloses wherein a data structure for 
managing multiple physical transactions as a logical transaction, the data 
structure including: 

a first identifier relative to a logical group identification [.. resource 
management that enables optimized automation and execution of a transaction 
or group logic transaction identification; see col. 26, lines 46-67); 

a second identifier relative to a logical transaction identification; and 
wherein the data structure is passable to an activity factory to generate business 
activities (see figure 6). 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

5. The US Patent Application Publication to Goodman et al (US 
2006/0059253) discloses business process flat form and the patent to Chessell 
et al. (6374283) discloses a client/server computing system which carries out 
business transaction. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Thuy-Vi Nguyen whose telephone number is 
571-270-1614. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through 
Thursday from 8:30 A.M to 6:00 P.M. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Janice Mooneyham can be reached on 571-272-6805. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 
/Thuy-Vi Nguyen/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3689 
/Janice A. Mooneyham/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3689 



